Phrase Structure and L-Syntax

Non-Ambiguous Structure Ambiguous Structure
Multiple Spec configurations can be generated by Merge, but they will fail to receive a dedicated interpretation (contextually, the second Spec is not distinct from the first one; see Chomsky 1995).
⌦ Labeling
A much debated issue concerns the status of "labels" within BPS (see Boeckx 2006 , Chametzky 2000 , Collins 2002 , Hornstein 2005 , Hornstein & Nunes 2006 , Seely 2006 , and Uriagereka 2003 In BPS, X-bar related notions (i.e., complement, specifier, and head) are defined contextually, by means of an asymmetry -this is, among other things, what labeling does. Labeling by "minimal search" The underlying problem (the alleged 'instability,' in Chomsky's words) may be related to the so-called externalization of arguments (see Alexiadou & Anagnostopoulou 2001; , Boeckx 2006 , Mayr 2007 , and Moro 2007 . The prediction is that every complex Spec created by external Merge should raise (see also Lasnik 1999; Uriagereka 1999 Larson (1988; ) Cinque (1999 I will defend (8b) is the basic structure, and (8a) can optionally be derived (in Chomsky's 2001 sense).
⌦ The basic idea: adjuncts as "high applicatives" (see Marantz 2003b; , Mateu 2002 (9) Mary works in New York.
1 Note that the problem does not arise in the case of specifiers created by internal Merge, since these involve the {X, YP} pattern, where X is the head by "minimal search."
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New York (2004) [...] The most basic use of adpositional constructions appears to be as VP or sentence modifiers. In such sentences, there is no DP Figure; rather, the event stands in as the external argument or ' Figure' friend of-the son of him 'I stated it very clearly to him that I was a friend of his son's'
GROUND
FIGURE
[from Demonte & Fernández-Soriano 2002: 7] Prepositional government complements (class 1) Demonte (1991) studies both lists of verbs, concluding that they cannot be analyzed in the same fashion. For those in (40), which, as she notes, cannot leave the object position empty (see 42), she builds on Kayne (1984) and takes the verbs to subcategorize for a small clause -if so, the analysis could be as in (23) 
A Dual Syntax for Adjuncts
Adjuncts manifest connectivity effects (see Hornstein 1998 , Hornstein & Nunes 2006 , Larson 2004 , Lasnik 2003 , Pesetsky 1995 , Uriagereka 2003 The idea in (55) may be implemented in different ways, by either invoking instability (see Chomsky 2005 , Mayr 2007 , and Moro 2007 or by providing adjuncts with an extra feature that licenses feature sharing -and, consequently, labeling (see Boeckx 2006 ). All we must make sure is that the outcome of the alleged movement has an interpretive effect (e.g., focalization, binding, topicalization etc.)
